Closing Speech for the Crown.
The Attorney-General
of testimony. Miss Pearce says they were not buttered in the
kitchen, the maid Price says they were uncut and unbuttered, that
is the ones that were supplied in the house. Miss Pearce made
them. So that the household say that these scones which were
provided from the kitchen at Mayfield, made by Miss Pearce, were
uncut and unbuttered. Martin "says it was a'buttered scone; the
prisoner's statement concurs in that. This is the statement
written when he was first challenged—" The food consisted of
buttered scones, buttered currant loaf cut in slices, and bread and
butter. I handed Mr. Martin some scone on a plate." It is
curious that you have got the testimony of the household—scones
not buttered; the testimony of Mr. Martin and that statement—
scones buttered; the testimony of the prisoner—" I handed him a
scone/' not a question of the bread and butter, a scone on a plate.
Then he goes on to say this, and you mark it—" I shall be able
to ascertain by going to my house where the scone and the currant
loaf were bought." We know from Una Baker that buttered scones
from the cafe were bought by her once or twice and once by another
clerk when Mr. Martin was invited to tea at the office, as he was
subsequently on several occasions. You will consider whether you
accept the evidence of Mr. Martin and the prisoner that it was a
buttered scone; and, if it was a buttered scone, it was not difficult
to place a small amount of arsenic, such as the prisoner was found
in possession of at his arrest, into the buttered scone; there was an
opportunity at any moment of putting that on a cake plate.
Times are far too uncertain for you to say that Jay or MacGeorge
or the prisoner or anybody else accounts for every twenty seconds
between four o'clock and six o'clock.
He left the office on this day when he was very busy at four
o'clock, and you have the scene before you, and you will ask your-
selves whether the opportunity is not abundantly shown by what
had happened and what dicT happen. Dr. Ainslie says that if
that bottle in which the urine was taken was clean, and l/33rd of
a grain of arsenic was found in it, Martin's case was a case of
arsenical poisoning. The charge has been, made that this trace
of arsenic may have arisen from a dirty bottle. Mr. Davies
selected the bottle, a chemist of experience and repute; he tells you
he washed it half a dozen times, it was a new cork, and he realised
the importance of a clean bottle. Dr. Toogood makes the some-
what remarkable statement that apparently he would not "be satis-
fied unless the urine was passed in the presence of a physician.
What that observation is worth I know not, and why it was made
I know not, but you will have to consider this—here are the
symptoms of Mr. Martin. He goes home, suffers at once from
nausea, feels disinclined to eat his food, does in fact yield to his
wife's solicitation that he should eat; he does eat the food, vomit-
ing comes on, he has very severe pain in the stomach, diarrhoea,
and all the rest of it. But I am content. Dr. Ainslie's own view
is, if yoxi can rely on that test of I/33rd of a grain, it was a case
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